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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Sir: 

A shortened statutory period for response to the outstanding Office Action mailed 
March 20, 2002, was due April 19, 2002. Submitted herewith is a request for an 
extension of time of two (2) months in which to reply. Accordingly, the extended due 
date for reply is June 19, 2002. 

REMARKS 

Claims 1 to 65 are pending in the application and are subject to a restriction 
requirement under 35 U.S.C. §121. The Examiner has required restriction to one of the 
following inventions: 
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Group I: Claims1-13 and 22-34, drawn to a method, classified in class 514. 

Group II: Claims 14-21 and 35-45, drawn to a method, classified in class 514. 

Group III: Claims 46-54, drawn to a method of screening, classified in class 435. 

Group IV: Claims 55-59, drawn to a method of assaying, classified in class 435. 

Group V: Claims 60 and 61 , drawn to a product. 

Group VI: Claims 62-65, drawn to products, classified in class 548, subclass 484+. 



_ ^ Applicants hereby provisionally elect with traverse the invention of Group I, 
claims 1-13 and 22-34, drawn to a method classified in class 514. In accordance with 
the provisional election, Applicants withdrawn from consideration claims 14-21 and 35- 
65 which are directed to non-elected inventions and is subject to Applicants' right to file 
a divisional application with respect thereto. 

Secondly, the Examiner also required that Applicants elect a single disclosed 
species and that the election should be made by Example number and page number. 
In accordance with the Examiner's request and with the above provisional election of 
Group I, Applicants select Example 2 on page 27 of the specification. 

In the present restriction requirement, the Examiner required that pending claims 
1-65 be divided into six (6) separate and distinct inventions as identified above in 
Groups I to VL For the purpose of this examination, the restriction requirement set forth 
by the Examiner for the invention of Group I is respectfully traversed. The main reason 
given by the Examiner for this restriction requirement is that the inventions are related 
as product and process and, therefore could be distinct inventions from one another. 
The Examiner also added that search considerations for each Group of inventions 
would impose an undue burden on the Examiner and the Patent Office resources. 

Applicants do not disagree with the Examiner's request for restriction but only 
disagree with the number of Groups and the selection of claims within the Group of 
inventions. Instead, Applicants believe that the claims of Group I and Group II should 
be combined as one new Group such as Group la, claims 1-45, for the present 
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examination. The Examiner's argument for inventions which may be related as product 
and process could be applied to the inventions of Group I and Group VI, but the 
Examiner's argument does not apply to the inventions of Group I and Group II. It is 
respectfully submitted that the newly proposed Group la, claims 1-45, should not 
present any undue burden on the Examiner or the Patent Office for three reasons: 

1 . Both Group I and II are drawn to method; 

2. Both Group I and II are classified in class 514; and 

3. Claim 14 and dependent claims included within Group II could be 



Applicants believe the Examiner has not made a case for the restriction of claims 
identified by Group I and Group II. Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner 
reconsider this part of the restriction requirement and examine the claims of Group I and 
Group II together as one new Group la. 

Reconsideration of the restriction for examination of the provisional election is 
respectfully requested. 



classified as a subgenus of claim 1 within Group I, for example, treatment 
of stroke is a subgenus of a disease or a disorder. For discussion 
purposes, claim 14 could be considered a disclosed species or elected 
single subgenus. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Bristol-Myers Squibb Company 

Patent Department 

P.O. Box 4000 

Princeton, NJ 08543-4000 





Aldo A. Algieri. Ph.D. 
Agent for Applicant 
Reg. No. 31,697 
Phone No. (203) 677-6809 
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